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cannot grow.    "Abstinence does not cause an increase
of what we abstain from/' is his first argument; enforced
by the former of the two passages which I have italicised.
But, jumping the metaphysics of causation, it may be
answered that "abstinence" is a necessary condition of
an increase of wealth that is due to the presence and
use of what we abstain from.    By abstaining from some
immediate enjoyment, I can bring into existence and
keep in use  certain  admittedly serviceable  forms  of
capital: the service these forms of capital render in-
volves, and is represented by, an increased growth of
wealth, and this increase, whether it be spoken of as
" caused by" my abstinence or not, is at any rate con-
ditioned by that abstinence: if I do not abstain, that
wealth does not grow, and since I shall prefer present
enjoyment to that abstinence unless I receive a portion
of the increased wealth, interest may be regarded as a
necessary reward of abstinence paid out of an increased
product due to the practice of the abstinence.    That
abstinence alone, in the sense of a refusal to consume
existing goods, will not cause increase of those goods,
is true enough; but neither will labour alone, or any
productive power or condition, be effectual, except in
co-operation  with  other  forces.    The   notion   which
sometimes crops up in Mr. Ruskin's argument, as else-
where, that "abstinence" or "waiting"  cannot be a
productive activity, rests upon an unconscious material-
ism in the conception of productivity, as if no action
were productive except by direct physical operation in
shaping or moving  goods.     The   "waiting"   of  the
capitalist is productive in much the same sense as the
inspection of the overlooker in a mill; it is a condition
of the effective functioning of capital as the latter is of.
